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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 1 4 is objected to because of a minor informality. 

2. As per claim 14, the "and" in line 3 should be replaced by "or". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections -35 use §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 3-5, 6-8, 10, 12-17, and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Elliott, U.S. Patent No. 6,366,220. 

5. As per claim 1 , Elliot teaches a storage card for dining preferences, the storage card 
comprising: a card (Elliot: Figure 3, "104"); a memory located within the card (Elliot: column 5, 
lines 24-27), wherein the memory stores identification information used to retrieve a plurality of 
dining preferences for at least one restaurant from a database (Elliot: column 5, lines 24-33), 
wherein the plurality of dining preferences are portable from location to location and are capable 
of repetitious use (Elliot: column 5, lines 24-33, The Examiner notes, the dining preferences are 
portable since they can be accessed by the RF tag at any restaurant.); and a communications 
interface, wherein the communications interface allows for the dining preference identification 
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information to be read from the memory by a data processing system at a restaurant for use in 
generating a food order (Elliot: Figure 3, "104", Figxire 6, and column 5, lines 24r33). 

6. Elliot does not teach the storage card stores dining preferences directly in the customer 

card's memory . 

7. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the storage card of Elliot to have included the storage card 
stores dining preferences directly in a customer card's memory . One skilled in the art would be 
motivated to store dining preferences locally on a customer's card for the advantage of 
eliminating the need for a separate external database. 

8. As per claim 3, Elliot teaches the storage card of claim 1 as described above. Elliot 
further teaches the communications interface uses radio frequency signals to read and write the 
dining preferences (Elliot: column 5, lines 24-33). 

9. As per claim 4, Elliot teaches the storage card of claim 3 as described above. Elliot 
fiirther teaches the communications interface is a radio frequency transceiver (Elliot: column 5, 
lines 24-33, The Examiner notes, RF tag 104 receives and sends identification information.). 

10. As per claim 5, Elliot teaches the storage card of claim 1 as described above. Elliot 
further teaches each of the plurality of dining preferences includes a name of a restaurant, a name 
of a food item, and preferences for the food item (Elliot: Figure 5 and column 7, lines 63-67). 

11. As per claims 6 and 1 5, Elliott teaches a method and system for using dining preferences 
to generate an order, the method comprising: reading identification information from a memory 
in a card to retrieve dining preferences for a restaurant from a database (Elliott: Figure 3, 

"1 lOA", Figure 6, "604", column 5, lines 24-33, and column 8, lines 19-25), wherein the 
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memory includes dining preferences for food items for a set of restaurants (Elliott: Figure 5 and 
column 5, lines 30-33); displaying the dining preferences (Elliott: Figure 6, "606", Figure 7, 
"712", column 8, lines 24-25, and column 9, lines 10-12); and generating the order using the 
dining preferences (Elliott: Figure 6, "608", Figure 7, and column 8, lines 27-29). 

1 2. Elliott does not teach reading dining preferences directly from a customer card's 
memory . 

13. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the method and system of Elliot to have included reading 
dining preferences directly from a customer card's memory . One skilled in the art would be 
motivated to store dining preferences locally on a customer's card for the advantage of 
eliminating the need for a separate extemal database. 

14. As per claims 7 and 16, Elliot teaches the method and system of claims 6 and 15 as 
described above. Elliott further teaches the set of restaurants includes at least one restaurant 
(Elliott: Figures 4 and 5). 

15. As per claims 8 and 17, Elliot teaches the method and system of claims 6 and 15 as 
described above. Elliot further teaches initiating the generating step after a user input confirming 
the dining preferences for the order (Elliot: column 8, lines 25-29, The Examiner interprets the 
customer choosing to order from the default menu to be confirming the dining preferences for 
the order.). 

16. As per claims 10, Elliot teaches the method of claim 6 as described above. Elliot further 
teaches the dining preferences are read from the memory using radio frequency signals (Elliot: 
column 5, lines 24-27). 
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17. As per claim 12, Elliot teaches the method of claim 6 as described above. Elliot further 
teaches the dining preferences are stored in association with a restaurant name and a food item 
name (Elliot: column 6, lines 41-61). 

18. As per claim 13, Elliot teaches the method of claim 6 as described above. Elliot further 
teaches the dining preferences for the restaurant are portable (Elliot: Figure 3, "104" and column 
5, lines 24-40). 

19. As per claim 14, Elliot teaches the method of claim 6 as described above. Elliot further 
teaches the dining preferences are generated by at least one of a kiosk in a public location (Elliot: 
column 9, lines 60-63). 

20. As per claim 19, Elliot teaches a computer program product in a computer readable 
medium for using dining preferences to generate an order (Elliot: column 8, lines 54-67 and 
column 9, lines 1-9), the computer program product comprising: first instructions for reading 
identification information from a memory in a card to retrieve dining preferences for a restaurant 
from a database (Elliott: Figure 3, "1 lOA", Figure 6, "604", column 5, lines 24-33, and column 

8, lines 19-25), wherein the memory includes dining preferences for food items for a set of 
restaurants (Elliott: Figure 5 and column 5, lines 30-33); second instructions for displaying the 
dining preferences (Elliott: Figure 6, "606", Figure 7, "712", column 8, lines 24-25, and column 

9, lines 10-12); and third instructions for generating the order using the dining preferences 
(Elliott: Figure 6, "608", Figure 7, and column 8, lines 27-29). 

2 1 . Elliott does not teach reading dining preferences directly from a customer card's 
memory . 
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22. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the computer program product of Elliot to have included 
reading dining preferences directly from a customer card's memory . One skilled in the art would 
be motivated to store dining preferences locally on a customer's card for the advantage of 
eliminating the need for a separate external database. 

23. As per claim 20, Elliot teaches the computer program product of claim 19 as described 
above. Elliott further teaches the set of restaurants includes at least one restaurant (Elliott: 
Figures 4 and 5). 

24. As per claim 21, Elliot teaches the computer program product of claim 19 as described 
above. Elliot further teaches fourth instructions for initiating the third instructions after a user 
input confirming the dining preferences for the order (Elliot: column 8, lines 25-29, The 
Examiner interprets the customer choosing to order from the default menu to be confirming the 
dining preferences for the order.). 

25. Claims 2, 9, 18, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Elliott, U.S. Patent No. 6,366,220 in view of Page et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,801,787. 

26. As per claims 2, 9, 18, and 22, Elliot teaches the storage card, method, data processing 
system, and computer program product of claims 1,6, 15, and 19 as described above. Elliot does 
not teach a smart card . 

27. Page teaches a smart card (Page: Figure 2, "106"). 

28. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the storage card, method, data processing system, and 
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computer program product of Elliot to have included a smart card as taught by Page for the 
advantage of providing a card that allows one to transfer information easily without the need for 
specialized equipment or software (Page: column 4, lines 55-60). 

29. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Elliott, U.S. 
Patent No. 6,366,220 in view of Shaw, Jr. et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,755,345. 

30. As per claim 11, Elliot teaches the method of claim 6 as described above. Elliot does not 
teach the memory is a nonvolatile random access memory . 

3 1 . Shaw teaches the memory is a nonvolatile random access memory (Shaw: column 6, lines 
30-35). 

32. ' It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the method of Elliot to have included the memory is a 
nonvolatile random access memory as taught by Shaw for the advantage of providing an 
improved smart card system which is inexpensive, dependable, and fully effective in 
accomplishing its intended purposes (Shaw: column 5, lines 7-11). 

Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Brown et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,859,215 drawn to a method, system and program for 
specifying an electronic food menu on a data processing system. 

34. The Examiner has cited particular portions of the references as applied to the claims 
above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of 
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the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, 
other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in 
preparing the responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric Liou whose telephone number is 571-270-1359. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-directuspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or'57 1-272- 1000. 
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